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Dear Sir; 

Appellant's representative submits this Reply Brief in response to the Examiner's 
Answer mailed January 27, 2006. A Request for Oral Hearing is being submitted 
concurrently herewith. Further, a credit card payment form i$ filed concurrently herewith 
in connection with all fees due regarding this document and the Request for Oral Hearing. 
In the event any additional fees may be due and/or are not covered by the credit card, the 
Commissioner is authorized to charge such fees to Deposit Account No. 50-1063 
[MSFTP223USB]. 
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A. Regarding the Rejection of Claims 1-20 Under 35 V>S>C. S102( 

Claims 1-20 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as being anticipated by 
Aravamudan et al (US 6,301,609). Reversal of this rejection is respectfully requested for 
at least the following reasons. Aravamudan et at. does not disclose or suggest all aspects 
set forth in the subject claims. 

Appellant's claimed invention relates to a system and method for reducing the 
disruption costs associated with notifying a user of messages and/or alerts. In particular, 
the invention as claimed pertains to a system and method to minimize disruptiveness of 
notifications from various communication modalities via bounded deferral policies 
associated with a notification platform architecture. The claimed subject matter, for 
example, provides a notification system that monitors likely states that an entity can be in, 
whereupon the notification system can utilize a bounding system to classify notifications 
received according to a predefined protocol and the monitored likely states, and thus 
facilitate deferral of the notification based at least in part on the notification classification 
determined by the bounding system. To this end independent claim 1 recites: the 
bounding system facilitating deferral of the notification based at least in part on the 
notification classification. The cited document does not disclose or suggest these aspects 
of the invention as claimed. 

Aravamudan et at relates to use of instant messaging in conjunction with access 
to data and communication network channels and modes. The Examiner in the 
Examiner's Answer contends that the cited document, at col. 8, lines 32-50, provides 
"facilitating deferral of the notification based at least in part on the notification 
classification", stating that Aravamudan et ah, prior to determining the best way to 
dispose a notification, first determines whether the notification is classified as being an 
important event by the CSP. (See Examiner's Answer, page 7), While appellant's 
representative does not entirely disagree with the Examiner with regard to the cited 
document classifying notifications, the fact nevertheless remains that Aravamudan et al 
does not disclose or suggest deferral of notifications as recited in the subject claims. All 
that the cited document realistically provides is a system wherein messages are 
communicated directly to a user when the user is online or directly to a user's proxy when 
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the user is offline. 

In addition, the standard by which anticipation is to be measured is strict identity 
between the cited document and the invention as claimed, not mere equivalence or 
similarity. See, Richardson at 9 USPQ2d 19U, 1920. This means that in order to 
establish anticipation under 35 U.S.C. §102 3 the single document cited must not only 
expressly or inherently describe each and every limitation set forth in the patent claim, but 
also the identical invention must be shown in as complete detail as is contained in the 
claim. As stated supra, the cited document does not disclose a notification deferral 
system but rather a notification redirection system wherein communications are either 
directed to the user when the user is online or alternatively redirected to the user's proxy 
when the user is offline. This leads one to believe that the cited document in the final 
analysis does not provide an invention identical to that recited in the subject claims. 

In view of at least the foregoing comments, it is apparent that the cited document 
does not disclose or suggest each and every aspect set forth in'the subject claim. 
Accordingly, the rejection of independent claim 1 (and associated dependent claims) 
should be reversed. 
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Conclusion 

For at least the above reasons, the claims currently under consideration are believed 
to be patentable over the cited references. Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that the 
rejections of claims 1-20 be reversed. 

In the event any fees are due in connection with this document, the Commissioner is 
authorized to charge those fees to Deposit Account No. 50-1063 [MSFTP223USB]. 



Respectfully submitted, 
Amin & Turocy, ll: 




Jeffrey R. Sadlowski 
Reg. No. 47,914 



Amin & Turocy, llp 
24™ Floor, National City Center 
1900 E. 9 th Street 
Cleveland, Ohio 44114 
Telephone: (216) 696-8730 
Facsimile: (216)696-8731 
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